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Che subcommittee had referred to it for investigation, study, and 
report the effect of, and the justification for, a directive of the Depart 
ment of the Air Force saad Sanaa 8, 1954, establishing an airstrip 
construction criteria with a price differential of 5 percent in favor of 
concrete paving. The directive uppears atl p 1? of ou published 
hearings 

We conducted public hearings iT} February 1954 and acecum tlated 
data for some time thereaftei We invited the presentation Of pert! 
nent information on the subject from the three services and all other 
interested sources, so that there might be a source of data from which 

opinion could be formed 

The Asphalt Institute, representing the largest segment of that 

ndustry, challenged the Air Foree eriteria of Jar lary Ss 1954, on 
several grounds. Among them it claimed 

1. That the choice of concrete ovel asphalt with a price ail 
ential of 5 percent was not justified in building airstrips; 


2. That such a choice had not been proven by experience) and 


Ter 


3. That the differential itself was not bi Ing eq litabl up plied 

B. The Portland Cement Association contende: that it had thr 

better product for all requirements and that the choice therefore 
should be cemetit 

C. Rubber products to be mixed with asphalt were urged for utiliza 

tion of their product and meth «IS oO L compe ive Dasis by tv 


rubber-producing companies 

D. The Air Force, Army, and Navy presented their conclusions 
and experience data. The Air Foree, in particular, emphasized its 
reasons for the criteria directive of Ja ope § 1954 
I. Additional information was colle vy us from outside sources 


of research, and we also made some | ke A Inquiries Of our own 


DISCUSSION AND PROBLE) 
The Ai Force contends that the arrival of the t age’ and thi 
increased use of jet propulsion, probably to the ultimate elimination 


of most propeller-driven craft, present new and = serious problems 
It is claimed that 


Jets spill fuel which dissolves the petroteumh Dimder OF al 


asphalt pavement 


2. The heat of the jet blast disintegrates asphalt pavement 

> The effect of either 1 or 2 or both releases the aggregate from 
asphalt binder, and that debris where released rets into the an 
strenm, enters the jet engine, and damages it; and 

t. The asvhalt pavement is an extrahazardous source of debris 


and, while it is not specifically contended, it was openly sug 
gested that maintenance costs are higher and dangers greate! 
with asphalt than concrete 
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AIRSTRIP PAVING \ ALS 3 
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NAVY 

The Navy Department uses some airstrips on land. The Bureau 
of Yards and Docks outlined the Navy position and criteria. In short 
it 1s 1) Conerete is used in substantially the same eritical areas aS 
designated by the Air Foree; (2) price factor was the controlling 
criteria on the airstripping itself, allowing only a margin of 500 feet in 
concrete at the end of each 1 nwa The Navy does not allow a 
price premium. The difference, therefore, is with respect to the pric¢ 
differential Navy uses a smaller concrete strip at the ends of run- 
Ways because thei planes use a shorter runway P 50 

PHI NII rES CORPS O} NGINEBRS 

lhe Corps of Engineers of the Army is assigned the duty of building 

and constructing, and until very recently was responsible for some of 
| 


the maintenance of Air Foree installations 
We had a very complete presentation from the Chief of the An 


Kields Branch irom two ol the expel mental laboratories. and trom 
the Chief of Military Construction ll of them long-time emplovees 
in this particular field Their presentations appear at pages 156 and 
160 and following 

Summarized, these engineers are of the opinion that asphalt pave 
ment is generally the equivalet f portland cement for usage tod 
for normal operation of jet aireraft 

On the effect of blast a] t engines thev contend the damave is 
minor in characte ith the possibility of slight erosion in limited 
areas The experience ol thre \ I engineers as related to us Is 
quite at variance with the fears « the operating commands in the 
An Kore eC The en neers experrences ind cone!| sions are detailed 


at great leneth and will not be repeated 
One factor in this problem vhich we must not overlook is that the 


evidence we have from all sources indicates that maintenance costs 


are, in fact, about equal for both asphalt and conerete That being 


the ease, the real question relates prineipally to Tirst costs 
The subcommit tec also resale ome tmaquiries of its own trom matin 
tenance personne! These conelusions mav be summarized with this 


} {4 | 


statement: The great hazard to operating jet airerait is loose material 
or debris on the surface which damages tires, gets Into the airstrean 
and can be sucked into the pods, damaging or ruining the blades 
Neither asphalt nor conerete exeludes this hazard The evidence 
before us is that jet blast causes damage at the expansion joInts on 
the concrete surfaces which require constan mammtenance that yet 
blast is a cause of some spalling of conerete at these joints which must 
be considered as a debris problem. The evidence is also that asphalt 
binder will sometimes become loosened and debris released 
The widespread use of asphalt and the relatively snp all amount of 
damage shown to us leaves considerable doubt in our minds about the 
worries of the operating Air Force command. The case for damag 
from fuel spillage Is not so hea ily weighted as to warrant the ¢ xclusion 


of asphalt in many areas; and the ease for damage from jet blasts is 


not so heavily weighted in favor of concrete that, in our opinion, thi 


burden imposed upon asphalt in the price differential of January 8, 
1954. is warranted Neither conerete no asphalt by themselves 


eliminates the hazard caused by ‘poor housekeeping” and the aecumu- 
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July 21, 195k 


CAUTION -~ FOR RELEASE THURSDAY, JULY 22, 195h, A.M. 


Congressman William E, Hess (R-Ohio), Chairman of the Subcommittee on Defense 
Activities of the House Armed Services Committee, which investigated "Alleged 
Favoritism to Professional Athletes in the Armed Services", issued the following 
statement: 


Mr. Hess said, "We have released, today, a printed report of the Subcommittee's 
conclusions on.a hearing concerning "Alleged Favoritism" of name athletes by the 
Department of Army. ; Subsequent to the 
printing I received a letter from General Powell. I think it only proper to point 
out that the Department of Army has substantiated the charges that were about some 
military personnel which resulted in our having called a public hearing. It is 
regrettable that these incidents occurred. I think the Department of Army at 
Washington has candidly recognized the mistake that was made and I am glad to 
learn that they are taking steps to rectify it." 


The text of the Department of Army letter is as follows; 





DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT CHIEF OF STAFF, G-1, PERSONNEL 
WASHINGTON 25, D. C. 


16 July 1954 
















The Honorable William E. Hess, Chairman 
Subcommittee on Defense Activities 
Suite 306, House Office Building 


Dear Mr. Hess: 






There has recently been completed an investigation by an 
Inspector General of the policies and procedures concerning the 
utilization of athletes and entertainers at Fort Ord, California. 
The report of the investigation indicates that there was formerly 
considerable distortion of the principles of utilization of and 
equitable treatment of military personnel, including athletes 

and entertainers, and in some instances violation of regulations 
covering classification, assignment, and utilization of personnel. 


I am happy to state that corrective action has been t aken, 
under the new commander at Fort Ord. This applies not only to 
individual cases, but also to revision of local policies in im- 
plementation of Department of the Army personnel policies. 




























You will be interested to know that as a further step by 
the Department of the Army to insure maximum adherence to policies 
on assignment, and utilization of athletes, entertainers, and other 
nationally known personnel, the Department has initiated a pro- 
cedure of Army-wide periodic checks by existing Department of the 
Army personnel management teams responsible directly to the 
Department of the Army. We have been careful in our instructions 
to these teams to include your caution that the athletes and 
entertainers should neither receive preferential treatment nor 
discriminatory treatment. 


Sincerely yours, 





/s/ Herbert B. Powell 





HERBERT B. POWELL 
Brigadier General, GS 

Deputy Assistant Chief of 
Staff, G-1 


WM. E. HESS 
Chairman 


